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The CriAliuJ^N (Bulgaria) ( translation froa French ): i declare open the 

ririiMiii I mil III iriifiiir r iffrr- tt-""---* .--&>•-• , ■■....■i .. . ^ . i ■■■■ ■h i . i ■ 

eighty- ninth meeting of the Conference of the Eighteen- Nat ion Co:A::ittee on 
Disarmaments 

: ivxr. TiEj :^!^ (United States of Ai;ierica) : Today I have jus'!} a few very brief 
remarks to make on the subject of the ban on nuclear veapoh tests in all environments 
by treaty — a result -v/hich m^^ governiaent sincerely hopes will come about, and 
soono At the forty --seventh meeting of the test ban Sub--Committoe yesterday, the 
Soviet representative spoke about a number of so-called alternatives that he was 
offering to the United States and the United ICingdom as bases for agreement on a 
nuclear test ban treaty (BrlDC/SC .l/PV.47,aD« 15 et_^.).I vmuld like to take this 
opportunity to emx:)hasize once again that the Soviet Union could have agreement on 
a nuclear test ban treaty today • Cur comprehensive treaty, EiDC /53 , is on the 
table as a Conference document, ready for signature. 7-o are prepared today to 
sigii that treaty, which would ban all tests in all environments for all time. 
If the Soviet Union will not sign that treaty, v/hich is our preference, we are 
•also prepared to sign our partial treaty, ENDC/59, immediately » 

"7/ith great respect I. submit that the United Kingdom and the United States have 
made continuous and exhaustive — and exhausting — . efforts to brin^^ about a 
constructive agreement on a nuclear test ban trea-ty. T^e yield to no one in our 
desire for such an agreement. Our offer of treaties and our record of research 
and of constructive suggestions in order to conclude a treaty are available for 
all to see and to read. We a.re open minded and we are willing to negotiate con- 
cerning the terms of a comprehensive treaty agreement so long as the essential 
principles of an adequate and effective system of detection stations, with modern 
instrumentation, and a number of obligatory on-site inspections 'oy the commission, 
are included in it. 

At a recent meeting of the Sub--Committee (SNDC/SC.l/PV.46, p. 28)? the Soviet 
representative spoke of the possibilities of using a number of eiutomatic seismic 
stations on Soviet territory in lieu of detection sta^tions and obligeitory on-site 
inspection as one basis on which agreement might be reached. The Soviet repre- 
v«5entative was asked a number of pertinent questions by the United States and United 
ItLngdom representatives about important details of that proposal. Each of those 
details is, of course, of extreme interest to our governments, because it is only by 
knowing the details that v^e will be able to determine exactly what \je are agreeing 
to do. 
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HoT/ever;> the Soviet representative has refused to answer any of our questions , 
and merely continues to repeat the negative and unhelpful statement that we 
should blindly agree in principle to the Soviet proposal — whatever that may 
mean — and that at some time later all the details could be worked ouf. 

However, after a careful review of the verbatim records , it cc;:.ears that the 
Soviet representative is not proposing that we should merely set up a system of 
automatic seismic stations as a part of the overall control system o That is not 
the case at all; let us be clear about that, Tr^at the Soviet representative is 
saying is that the United States and the United lingdom must agree in principle 
not only to accept some unclear, undefined system of automatic seismic stations 
to monitor underground weapon tests, v/ithout regard to where tliey might be 
located and without regard to the equipment in those stations or to how they 
would function, but also that the United States and the United Kingdom must accept 
at the same time, completely and unreservedly, the Soviet view tliat no on-site 
inspection would be necessary in any circumstances — perhaps even that no manned 
detection stations in the Soviet 'Union would be required. lie is saying that the 
United States and the United Kingdom must abandon their carefully v/orked out 
comprehensive treaty — which they worked out only after the most careful con^ 
sultation with their scientists • 

Of course, our two governments ca^nnot agree to any suchblind arrangement. 
'That would mean that they would be taking on an unknown quantity offered by the 
Soviet Union on a completely unclear basis and,- at the same time, unequivocally 
giving up all that they and the scientists skilled in the field — and I repeat 
"scientists skilled in the field", because there are many scientists — know to 
be necessary for adequate, effective and scientific control over the cessation of 
underground nuclear weapon tests* 

In our view, the details of^ any particular agreement on the cessation of under- 
ground tests in the work of the commission are of supreme importance, for only 
through negotiation of the details can we really -know that adequate scientific 
control will be assured. In this connexion, our comprehensive draft test ban treaty 
presents the full details for negotiation and agreement. For our part, we are not 
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offering the. Soviet Upion .some-veiled or secret kind of agreement in principle, 
',/e have set down all of the details and we are quite ready to cgree to them or 
to negotiate constructively upon them. 

In this connexion, I should like to emphasise that we are coL.pletely willing 
to study in a scientific, objective and impartial marmer any proposal which the 
Soviet Union Y/ould care to make on automatic seismic stations. Cur scientists 
vrould be happy to meet the Soviet scientists to discuss how and in vmat ways 
autom^atic seismic stations might most usefully be employed in a,ny control system 
or what useful purpose they would serve. 

I might add that while. we are open-minded on the subject of any scientific 
discussion on the precise usefulness and practicability of these automatic 
stations, there is no evidence so far available to our scientists, who are skilled 
in these matters, which indicates that a s^^stem of automatic stations could replace 
completely or substantially a manned network of control stations or cou3.d do away 
with the need for a necessary . number of obligatory on-site inspections. Neverthe- 
less, we are ready to study thoroughly and completely any proposal which the 
Soviet Union would care to make, setting forth in detail what it believes automatic 
stations should be used for and hov7 it believes these stations can help us in our 
job of assuring adequate and effective control in tne fields of detection, location 
e:nd' identification for the cessation of underground nuclear weapon tests. 

I should like to emphasize again that althougl: there has been a great improvemen-t 
in the field of detection and although there has been improvement in the ability to 
identify some earthquakes, there has been little or no improvement in the ability to 
identify underground explosions by instrumentationc Let us not be confused about 
the state of science with respect to the ability to identify underground explosions 
by instrumentation. There has been little or no improvement in t;:.c^t field, le are 
only deluding ourselves when we confuse the improvements in detection with improve- 
ments in identification. . Our present ability to identify allows us to eliminate 
certain earthquakes from consideration. But we are a long way from the ability to 
identify underground explosions. 

J As to these Pugwash papers, there were some brilliant individual scientists 
there, but if my information is -correct some of the people who signed that paper 
(El'IDC/66) were not seismologists. 
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This morning the Soviet representative had some things to say about the 
Soviet position on on^-site inspection (E1®C/PV.88, iP»32gL^s.)* He referred to the 
statement made by the representative of the United angdom at tl:.e eighty-seventh 
meeting (Ei®C/pV.87,pp . 7-G ); in which Sir i:^ichael Vright had made it clear that 
there had once been an agreement between the United States, the United ICingdom- 
and the Soviet Union on the need for on-site inspection on the basis of the Soviet 
draft treaty article introduced at the one hundred and eighth meeting of the 
Conference on the Discontinuance of Nuclear I'/eapon Tests (G^W'DIT^/'FY .108 ^ p. 3), 
Indeed, as the United iCingdom representative pointed out, in April 1959 Chairman 
IQirushchev had proposed that there should be a quota of obligatory on-site 
inspections in the territory of each of the nuclear Powers ♦ 

Sir Michael aright then asked why the Soviet Union had, on 28 Hovember 1961, 
abandoned this proposal for a number of necessary on-site inspections to assure 
identification of seismic events. The Soviet representative replied this morning 
that the scientific situation had changed since 1959 and that great progress has 
been made. But time and again we have pointed out that in United Jlngdom and 
United States scientific r^ircles we know of no scientific improveivients which make 
it possible to identify by distant instrumentation all seismic events. 7/e have 
asked the Soviet Union to send its scientists to meet our scientists in order to 
discuss and explore these improvements which the Soviet Union alleges have been 
made; to try to reach a satisf actor^r agreement. But every time we question the 
Soviet representative on this score he insists that we m^ust take a political 
decision and that we must take it blindly; so, unfortunately, we are right back 
again where we started. 

It seems to me that the statement of the Soviet representative is just one 
more proof of the fact that the Soviet Union, for reasons with v/hich I am not 
familiar, is just not interested in negotiating a test ban agreement stopping all 
tests in all environments for all time, ky view on this matter was reinforced by 
one other point made by Iiir. Tsarapkin at this morning's meeting* T.'hile I do not 
have the precise verbatim record of the statement e.vailable to quote from, my 
recollection is that in the course of his statement he again tried to make the 
point that the only purpose of the United Nations General Assembly resolution 
1762 A (XVIl) (ENDC/63), was to institute an uninspected, uncontrolled moratorium 
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after 1 January 1963. In this connexion; he seems to have discarded completely- 
all the other provisions of resolution 1762 a (iWll) and, in -r.rticular, 
;;^:are.graph 6 and to have discarded completely all of the United ilaticns General 
i-^ssembly resolution 1762 B (XVIl)« 

In addition^ it becomes even more clear from this morning's meeting that the 
Soviet Union does not intend to try to comply wit.'.i paragraph 3 of resolution 
1762 A (XYIl); Y/hich urges that a mutuall^^- acceptable comprehensive nuclear test 
ban be negotiated before 1 January 1963, iua^ny of us in this Conu.iittee and many 
n.embers of the First Committee of the United Nations General assembly have made 
statements concerning this resolution. On balance ; the gree.t majority of state- 
ments on this resolution have supported the view that the resolution must be read 
as a whole — each inter-related paragraph i.u conjunction with every other para- 
graph* That is the standa,rd rule of constructioUo I think therofcre the record 
is clear on this and that further Soviet attempts to try to raise some priority 
for paragraph 2 or to mp.ke it some higher law are doomed to failure on the basis 
of the record alone. 

Nevertheless, the Soviet representative concluded his statement by sa^^ing just 
exactly what I had predicted at some of our earlier meetings that the Soviet Union 
\7ould say. Ee attempted to make paragraph 2 into an uninspected, uncontrolled 
moratorium, and he demanded to. know whether the United States and the United 
iCingdom would. cease tests in accordance with what he alleges to be the request 
of the General Assembly, 

On behalf of the United States delegation,..! ca.n give him a clear a-nswer to 
his question no\7. The United States will do its- level best and v/ill spare no 
effort to attempt to. carrN'^ out what it believes to be the purpose and the spirit 
of pa,rts A and 3 of resolution 1762 (][VIl), but the United St?.tos T/ill not accept 
another uninspected, uncontrolled moratorium on undGrground tests. Cur position 
on that is clear, 'de have had a sad and unfortunate experience v-itl. such unilateral 
obligations in the past, even though undertaken by the highest iutLicrity in the 
Soviet Union, and we do not intend to repeat that sad experience. 
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It appears that the Soviet Union has now abandoned all pretence at real 
negotiations and is trying to bring out some sort of uncontrolled, uninspected 
moratorium arrangement, instead of the test ban treaty which we all desire, by 
these attempts to pervert the plain and clear meaning of resolution 1762 A (XVII ), 

In further reply to the Soviet representative's question, I should like to 
ask him a question. Is the Soviet Union prepared now tD enter into meaningful 
negotiations to comply v/'ith either paragraphs 3 or 6 of resolution 1762 a (XVII) 
so that by 1 January 1963 we may reach an effective an^ workable arrangement on a 
cessation of all tests? ivly delegation will await with the utmost interest the 
Soviet representative's reply to that question • 

The CHAlRiv/iAN (Bulgaria) (translation from French ) : I do not think there 
is anyone else who wishes to speak on the cessation of nuclear tests. If so, we 
shall proceed to the discussion and adoption of our report to the General Assembly 
on the debates we have held so far concerning nuclear tests .^ 

If no other member of the Committee wishes to amplify his remarks or exercise 
his right of reply, I should like, before opening the debate on our report to the 
General Assembly, to make a few remarks on this morning's discussions in my 
capacity as representative of Bulgaria. 

The representative of Italy elaborated certain questions v/hich other delegations 
had raised previously • He referred in particular (El©C/pV.88, p. 20 ) to the state- 
ments made by the Bulgarian delegation on the question of the conclusion of a 
partial treaty (ENDC/PV.87,pp* 19 ot seqQ . You will ronenber thr>t we he:': quoted 
numerous statements made by the representatives of the T7estern Pov^ers to the 
effect that the conclusion of a partial treaty would be a humanitarian act. The 
reply to this question was given by the Burmese representative (a/C.i/PV.1249, p. 7) 
vrhich we quoted previously. 

This morning the representative of Italy attempted to show that the conclusion 
of a partial treaty should be regarded as an effort to put an end to nuclear tests 
in the atmosphere, under water and in outer space, and that this would result in 
the preservation of humanity from those dangers which are involved in nuclear tests. 



^ Subsequently circulated as document ENDC/68 . 
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Y/e have emphasized again and again that the socialist delegations desire no 
less than the delegations of the Western Powers to see the cesso/oion of nuclear 
tests in the three environments I have just mentioned, but v/e must^ of course ^ be 
assured that the destruction of all humanity is not being prepared through the 
continuation of underground tests. "^That humanitarian sentiments would be served 
by agreeing to the cessation of nuclear tests in the atmosphere , in outer srjace 
and under water, while calm.ly continuing to bring the world nearer to catastrophe? 

Is that what the Italian delegation wishes to achieve by the conclusion of a 
partial treaty on nuclear tests? Do the delegations of the 'Western lowers desire 
to prepare for the destruction of humanity, since the continuation of nuclear tests 
would allow the armaments race to continue? If that is what they desire, they 
should say so openly, before the whole of mankind, A partial treaty would lead 
humanity inevitably to a catastrophe, as several delegations have emphasized today. 

Moreover, in referring to certain suggestions made by the non-aligned delega- 
tions, the representative of Italy drew attention to the attitude of the Soviet . 
Union. If the Soviet Union rejects the recent prox~>osals of the non-aligned 
delegations, how can that be reconciled with the support it has repeatedly exp-jressed 
for the eight-nation mem.orandura (ENDC/28)? That, I believe, is the point which the 
Italian representative wished to make, and I notice he is nodding his head 
significantly. 

Today, the: non-aligned nations stated (EI^DC/?V,88 , p. 5 )^ in substance, in 
connexion with their suggestions, that the remarks made by the neutral delegations 
during the last few meetings concerning a treaty for the prohibition of nuclear 
tests were intended as a response to resolution 1762 (XYIl) of the General Assembly 
of the United Nations (ENDC/63). The non-aligned nations have also stated that 
these stiggestions and remarks should not be taken as individual interpretations of 
the eight-nation memorand>im which was unanimously endorsed by the General Assembly. 

Con&.equently the socialist countries have the right not only to emphasize that 
they , are in favour of the eight-nation memora^ndum, but also to ask what is the 
precise position of the "^^^estern Powers and why they do not accept this memorandum 
as a basis for negotiations on the cessation of nuclear tests. As regards the 
Italian delegation, I think it should at least take into account the statements 
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made this morning, and not tell us that the suggestions of the non-aligned States 
V7ere made in the context of the eight-nation memorandum or represent interpreta- 
tion of the latter* That is all that I v/ish to sejy concerning the two remarks 
made this morning by the Italian delegationo 

ivlr> CaVALLETTI (Italy) ( translation from French ); i'lr* Chairman, I only 
wish to ask you vzhether you consider that the proposals which I mentioned this 
morning, and which were put forward by the non-aligned delegations, are outside 
the framework of ^ or in contradiction with the memorandum which was presented by 
these same delegations* 

The CKaIRIvIAN (Bulgaria) ( transla^tion from French ); If no one else 
wishes to speak I shall reply in one sentence to the representative of Italy, I 
ask him to read the statement which was made this morning on behalf of the eight 
non-aligned States and he will have the answer. 

Y/e shall now proceed to the discussion of the Committee's draft report on the 
progress of negotiations for the prohibition of nuclear tests, which is to be 
submitted by 10 December 1962. The two co-Chairmen were able to confer on this 
question early this afternoon. In connexion v/ith the remarks made this morning 
by certain non-aligned States, they wish to emphasize that in their view the 
report to be submitted to the General Assembly should remain in its present form 
as a draft drawn up by the two co-Chairmen. This, at least, is what I understand 
was decided by the two co-Chairmen. Has anyone any remarks or observations to 
make on this question? 

■Lvir> PaDILLa NERVO (Mexico) ( translation from Spanish ); Since I formally 
asked the co-Chairmen this morning on behalf of the eight delegations to include 
in their draft report a summary of the suggestions and comments made by each of 
these delegations (ENDC/PV,88, p.?), we obviously do not agree that the report 
should consist exclusively of this letter. V/e should therefore like to have the 
opinion of the co-Chairmen on the proposal I made this morning on behalf of the 
eight delegations. 
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The" CRalKLdAN (Bulgaria) ( translation f rom French ); Does anyone else 
wish to speak on this question? Have the co-Chairmen any comnaents to make on the 
Lexican representative's remarks? 

iviro PAPILLA MRYij (Mexico) ( translation from Spanish) : The situation is 
very strange. It seems that this letter is to be sent to the General Assembly as 
a report from this Committee. The Chairman has asked whether anyone wishes to 
comment on the remarks made 'in this draft report. I have said that there are some 
comments to be made; that eight delegations do not agree with this report because 
it does not contain enough. We have asked that the report should include the 
observations •^vhich have been distributed. So there is no agreement on this 
report. 

If the co-Chairmen refuse to give an opinion on the request we have made, the 
report is not approved^ and I ask for the United Nations General Assembly to be 
informed that no report has been made on what has happened here. T.Hriat has 
happened here is in the ivecords, V/e have received no reply from the co-Chairmen 
as to whether or not they agree, or why they do not agree, to the inclusion in the 
report of this summary of our observations. I think we have the right ~ everybody 
has the right — to know what the co-Chairraen think of these observations whieh 
have been put forward, on behalf of eight delegations to this Coi\imittee. 

i/Ir. DEaN (United States of iunerica) : In response to the remarks that have 
just been made by the representative of Laexico, I believe that the Ciairman of this 
meeting has accurately set forth the agreed recommendations of the two co-Chairmen 
that the report should be left without addition. These are our reasons. Operative 
paragraph 7 of resolution 1762 a (XVII }: 

^'Requests the Conference of the Eighteen-- Nat ion Committee on Disarmament 
... to report to the General Assembly by 10 December 1962 ..." (ENDC/63) 
The report constitutes the Committee's response to the General Assembly's request; 
and, as you will notice, the provisional verbatim records of the six plenary and 
three Sub-Committee meetings are enclosed. It is the understanding of the two 
co-Chairmen, subject to correction, that certain summaries of remarks, which already 
appear in the verbatim records which are to be transmitted, were proposed to be 
added. 
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After careful consideration, it did not seem to us to be proper parliamentary 
procedure to submit summaries of a portion of a provisional verbatim record without 
summarizing the entire verbatim record. It seemed to us that that procedure would 
involve us in a great deal of time and Y^ork, and that this^ therefore, would not be 
necessary to permit us to approve the report to the United Nations General Assembly 
by this afternoon • But of course the Committee is the judge of its own procedures^ 
and the report is simply the recommendation of the two co-Chairmen. 

UiT^ TSiJtApKIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) ( translation from 
"i.ussian ) : a short while ago our .Chairman informed the Committee of the opinion 
of the co-Chairmen. Therefore I do not quite understand the question raised by 
the representative of Mexico to the effect that the Committee would like to knov/ 
the opinion of the co-Chairmen. It has already been brought to the knowledge of 
the Committee. 

Ve based ourselves on the view that if the report is to be submitted by 10 
December, we should draft it according to the pattern of previous reports of the 
Committee > that is it should be purely fotmal. You are aware that there are 
various points of viev/ and various approaches. There a.re points of view which 
are widely divergent, ivioreover, some of them are based on the eight-nation 
memorandum^ while others depart from this memorandum and develop their proposals 
in accordance with certain paragraphs in resolution 1762 (XVIl), on which there 
v/as no unanimous decision. Others again are based on their own y^rox^osals which 
do not correspond to either document. Consequently, if we start politicizing our 
report, it will be necessary to reflect in it other, sometimes opposite points of 
view, for V7hich, of course, there would have to be consultations v/ith governments 
regarding the precise wording to be included in the report. This would require 
additional time, possibly a week or more. Therefore it seemed to us that the 
most reasonable course v/ould be to leave the report in the purely formal terms in 
v/hich we drafted it. This is how we have acted up till now. 

'.ve have followed such a purely formal procedure in previous reports. Of course, 
I eM\ entirely in agreement with my co-Chairman that the Committee is master of its 
077n procedure and the question can be settled differently. 

Those at any rate are the considerations which prompted us to recommend to the 
Convaittee that the report should be left in this purely formal wording. 
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B'L^^bin:li^r^,..^^[2. O^iexico) (.i£5ii.^J:,sVAi2P- ^" ^i2"^ Spanish) i Jhat our 
co-Chairmen have just Sc^id amountr: to a negative ansv/er^ which should be 
included in today's records Their reply is that- t-hey do not consider that 
the report should contain the observo/tioas — the summar^^ of the suggestions — 
which each of the non^-aligned delegations has n;ado. 

The argument that it would b-.; iiecessa^ry to suiiimarizc the 400 pages of the 
verbatim records of these .tessiojos does not seem to me convincing; because it 
is not the Conference v/hich is i':-ai:.ing a possibly inaccura.te suiTiuiary of what 
the other delegations have said, but ea,ch of the delegations v/hich has 
summarized its own sxa-tements regarding tne suggestions made in the la.st few 
days about the cessation of nuclear tests. We are vfell aware that the records 
wnich are being sent to the Asse^ibly include among other things the suggestions 
we want to summarize. Hence the recuest we are making applies to nothing new 
V7hich is not already contained in the records. But we also know that when they 
reach the United Nations these records amounting probably to some 400 pages 
will have to be translated and circulated to . the IJO Members. Obviously it 
will be difficult for them to read all these documents* Our object -- - and 1 
think I am correctly interpreting the views of my colleagues v/ho entrusted me 
vd.th this mission this morning — vvas to emphasize some points in the report 
so that it should have some substance. 

The. Soviet Onion representative says tho.t this is. tjtie procedure we have 
followed in the past. But m tbe past we have made no attempt to provide a 
substantial report; we have onl\ transmitted records with a statement that we 
have unfortunately been unable to make any progress. 

The repr.esentotive of the United Arab Republic indicated this morning 
(^lvJDC/pV.88.; p.4-4) another method which might be acceptable; and said he saw 
no reason why the co -Chairmen should not accept it<, The observa^tions and 
suggestions made by t-he delegations of the non^-aligned countries might be 
circulated as an EN.DC document and annexed to the letter which the co-Chairmen 
will forward by way of report to the President of the General Assembly, 
Sir Zafullah KliaU; in pursuance of paragraph 7 resolution 1762 a (ZVII). This 
might be a solution which the co-Chairmen could accept. In this ,case the 
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( Lr> Padilla Nervo , ivlexico ) 

letter would remain as they have drafted it; and it would simply be mentioned 
that at the re.quest of the eight delegations, the suggestions which they wish 
to make and which they have themselves drafted are being sent as an annex to 
this letter. 

Of course, we do not imagine that the co-Chairmen are trying to prevent our 
delegations to the Assembly or the Assembly itself from hearing of our suggestions 
before they recess, since each of us could send a summary to his delegation in 
Nev7 York and ask to have it read out at a plenary session so that it should 
appear in the record of the General Assembly as evidence of the effort made by 
our. eight delegations to bring about an agreement* 

Hence, if the co-Chairmen are also unwilling to accept the suggestion made 
this morning by the representative of the United Arab Republic, I ask that it 
should be mentioned in the record that the co-Chairmen have refused to bring 
to the notice of the Assembly in this special way the observations which have 
been made with the best intentions by the non-aligned countries, and which 
constitute part of the last few days' debates in this Eighteen- Hat ion Committee 
on Disarmament. 

Mr. TSaRaPKIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) ( translation from 
Russian ) ; I cannot agree with the assessment which has been put before the 
Committee by the representative of iviexico, Mr, Padilla Nervo, 

7fe have in fact never denied, we are not denying' and w^ have no intention of 
denying the lawfulness of the request of other delegations that their viewpoint 
and opinions should be put forward and reflected in the documents which are to be 
transmitted with the report to the General Assem.b,ly in accordance with the 
resolution which was adopted. The point is only that these vievTpoints are in 
fact already reflected in the documents which are being sent to the General 
Assembly, namely, in the verbatim records of the meetings. 



ENDC/PV.89 
17 

( Lir. Tsarapkin, USSR ) 

IVe think you are aware of our viewpoint which we have already explained and 
which is that we are not entirely in agreement with everything that has been stated 
here by representatives of the non-aligned States • If you emphasize your own point 
of view and have it attached to the report, then obviously other delegations who 
hold a different point of view also have the same right to emphasize this 
especially and to have it attached to the report for transmission to the assembly. 
But this would require time, because we all intended that the report should be of 
a formal nature. Preparations would have to be made by all delegations who wish 
to present their views in the same way as you wish to- do, . This of course would 
require additional time.. But I must emphasize again that we have never denied 
and do not deny the legitimate right of every delegation to ask that its views 
should be put forward in the documents which are transmitted to the Assembly* 've 
have never disputed this right, and I would request the representa<tive of Mexico 
not to think that what he has just said is so. 

Mr > BURNS (Canada): I wonder whether this difficulty could be solved in 
accordance with the suggestion made this morning, as I understand it, by the 
representative of the United Arab Republic: by a request of the eight non-aligned 
nations that the document they produced this morning, setting forth their sugges- 
tions which were intended to try to find ways in which resolution 1762 (XVIl) could 
be implemented and agreement could be reached, might be submitted as a conference 
document and accepted as such and forwarded by the co-Chairmen with their report. 
The argument that these summaries are material v/hich is alrea^dy included in 
the verbatim records which are to be forwarded does not seem to me to be a very 
good one. I say this because, first, as mentioned already by the representatives 
of the United Arab Republic and Mexico, all of us who have had experience at the 
United Nations know that to reproduce the volume of material that is in these 
verbatim records will take a considerable time, and it is not likely to be avail- 
able to all delegations in the General Assembly or its First Committee before the 
conclusion of the present session. Therefore the representatives in New York who 
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will presumably be discussing this report and talking note of it will not have the 
opportunity of seeing the valuable -suggestions ~ at least the Canadian delegation 
considers them valuable suggestions — which have been put forwarded by the eight 
non-aligned members • 

Another reason is this* "^Ve have had the joint memorandum (li]NDC/28) of the 
eight nations of 16 April 1962* This has been praised, I think, by a very large 
number of delegations during the debate in the First Committee and it has been 
highly eulogized by many delegations here. That was forwarded as a conference 
document with our report. If these documents which were put -f orv/ard for our 
information with the request that they be forwarded with the report are treated as 
a conference document of this Committee at this time, the Canadian delegation can 
see no reason why they should not go forward with our report. Of course, if any. 
other delegations feel that they need to add their comments, it seems to me that, 
by making their statements and asking that they be treated in the same way, they 
could receive the same treatment. 

I -should like to defend the proposal that has been made to the, effect that 
these suggestions should go forward* Unfortunately, we have reached no agreement, 
but that is not for the lack of useful suggestions put forward by the eight nations 
in an- effort. to find agreement. I think that these suggestions should go forward 
with the report. I should like to hear the views of others concerning whether 
these papers submitted this morning could not be considered a conference document 
and be treated in the way suggested, following on the suggestion made, I believe, 
by the representatives of the United Arab Republic and Mexico. 

jivir* CAVaLLETTI (Italy) ( translation from French ) : I think the main thing 
the non-aligned delegations desire is that a surruTiary of their ideas should be trans- 
mitted to the General Assembly. I wonder why this suggestion meets with so many 
difficulties and whether quite a simple solution to the problem could not "be found. 
The delegations in question have distributed copies of their statements to each 
delegation here. It would be sufficient for each delegation to read out its own- 
statement in order that they should appear in the verbatim record for today. 
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The CxTAlItlviAN (Bulgaria) ( translation from French ); Jo have heard the 
Italian representative's suggestion that the summaries which the non-aligned 
delegations have drawn up should be included in the verbatim record of this meeting 
and sent in this form to the General Assembly, together with the other verbatim 
records which will be presented to it at the same time as the report. 

Baron von PLaTEN (Sweden) s We are now confronted with four different 
proposals* First, there is the proposal made originally oh behalf of the eight 
nations by the representative of iviexico; then we have the proposal from the United 
Arab Republic^ and then we have the Canadian version and, finally, the Italian 
version. First of all, I should like to ask the Secretariat whether, from the point 
of view of United Nations procedmre, precedent and rules, there is any difficulty 
in adopting any one of these" four proposals. 

iv27 second question is this. I would ask the co-Chairmen kindly to consider ' 
the possibility of accepting first of all, if possible^ after reconsideration, either 
the kexican proposal or the proposal made by the United Arab Republic; or, if neither 
of those is possible, then the Canadian version. I understand it may perhaps be 
useful for the two co-Chairmen to consult, and I wonder if it would be agreeable to 
the Conference to have a recess of fifteen minutes. 

The CilAliuviAN (Bulgaria) ( translation from French ): i-.re there any other 
suggestions or proposals concerning this matter? 

Sir ivachael 7/RIG-hT (United Kingdom) : I support the representative of 
Sweden • 

The CHAIRMAN (Bulgaria) ( translation from French ) : Je have before us the 
Swedish representative's proposal, seconded by the United Kingdom representative, 
that we should suspend this meeting for fifteen minutes, so that the co-Chairraen may 
confer on the different proposals which have been made and give us a more definite 
opinion on the situation in which we find ourselves at present. i/Ioreover, if during 
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this time the Secretariat is able to prepare some answers — always supposing that 
answers are available — to those questions which have been raised by the Swedish 
representative^ we should be in a better position to continue our discussion. 

Are there any objections to this proposal? as there are none^ the meeting 
will be suspended for fifteen minutes. 

The meetin g was suspended at 5 .3 p>m> and^ resinned at 5o25 pom . 

The CHAlM^aAN (Bulgaria) ( translation from French ); As a result of their 
consultations the co-Chairmen have agreed to make certain alterations in the text 
of the draft report to the General Assembly of the United Nations. These alterations 
concern the last part of the report. I shall read the whole of this last paragraph 
in order to show you what the differences are, and I shall then re-read the amended 
portions. I shall read you the English text which is the only one we have at our 
disposal. 

(Continued in English ) 

"The provisional verbatim records of the above mentioned six plenary and 
three sub-committee meetings are enclosed as Addendum 1 with this report 
for the information of the Secretary-General and of the delegations of 
. -. members of the General Assembly as to the nature of recent developments at 
the Conference. At the request of certain delegations; certain precisions 
, of th&ir position^ as they themselves have prepared them without any 
comment thereon by the Committee ; are attached as Addendum 2 to this 
report. The Committee will, of course , keep both the General Assembly 
and the Secretary-General of the United Nations fully informed of future 
efforts at the Conference devoted to achieving agreement on the cessation 
of nuclear weapon tests." 
The additions are therefore as follows: 

The words "as Addendum 1" and the whole of the sentence beginning "At the request 
o^ certain delegations" and ending with "as Addepdum 2 to this report". I think that 
this -shows that the suggestions made here concerning this question have been accepted 
by the co-Chairmen and that we can now consult the Committee in order to find out 
the opinions of the delegations. 

Are there any comments on the report as revised by the co-Chairmen? 
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Mr, LaLL (India) : I should like to thank the co-Chairmen for having met 
our point of viewj, and I think that this resolves the issue o I would request you, 
L-^r, Chairman, to be so good as to read out again the. new sentence beginning "At 
the request of certain delegations''. If you will read that slowly, we will take 
it down, 

I ara glad to see that this matter has been resolved so amicably, and we take 
this as an indication that not only can the co-Chairmen agree with. each other, which 
we were finding that they were aoing quite often, but they can now agree with other 
delegations also. Certainly the prospects in our Coriunittee have been improved by 
what has taken place today. 

The CRalRiVii^N (Bulgaria) ( translation from Prench ) ; ^t the request of the 
representative of India, I shall read again the sentence which has been inserted in 
the draft report at the fifth line after the word "Conf erence'\ 

"iit the request of certain delegations, certain precisions of their position, 
as they themselves have prepared them vrithout any comment thereon by the 
Committee, are attached as Addendum 2 to this report. '' 

r/;r. PaDILLa NERVO (Mexico) ( translation from Spanish ): I should like to 
associate myself with the remarks of the representative of India and to thank the 
co-Chairmen for accepting the suggestion of the eight nations* In my view this 
solves the problem and, more than that, is a proof of how ready our co-Chairmen are 
to listen to our observations. I again thank the co-Chairmen since I feel that our 
problem is definitely solved. 

Sir i/Iichael "JRIGHT (United Kingdom): I a.lso should like to express my 
appreciation to the co-Chairmen for their efforts, but before expressing a final view 
upon the form of wording which they have proposed to us there is e. question which I 
should like, if I may, to address to the Secretariat. 

The last paragraph of the statement submitted to us says: 

"The provisional verbatim records of the above-mentioned 6 plenary ajad 
3 Sub-Committee meetings are enclosed as ii.ddendum 1 with this report for the 
information of the S jcretary-G-eneral and of the delegations of i/..embers of the 
General Assembly as to the nature of recent developments at the Conference." 
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I should like to ask the Secretariat whether we can be assured that when the 
report reaches New York; and as soon as it is circulated, sufficient copies of the 
records of the six plenary and three Sub-Committee meetings which are to be enclosed 
as Addendum 1 will in fact be available immediately in New York for the information 
of delegations of Members of the General Assembly, as is stated in the report. It 
would help me if we could have an assurance from the Secretariat that in fact that 
will be possible ; because , of course, if copies are not available for the information 
of delegations, the whole purpose of our operation may be frustrated. 

The CHAlRiviiiN (Bulgaria) (translation from French ) 5 The Swedish representa- 
tive asked two questions, but I think that in view .of the modifice/bions which have 
been made to the report, these questions are now irrelevant* 

I shall now call on the Deputy Special Representative of the Secretary-General 
to reply to the question asked by the representative of the United Kingdom. 

r/ir. EPSTEIN (Deputy Special Representative of the Secretary-General): It 
is my understanding, too, that the only question that I have to reply to now is that 
of the representative of the United Kingdom, because the Committee, as is the case 
always, is master of its own procedures • In the first place, I wonder whether there 
are six or seven verbatim records of plenary meetings which should be mentioned in 
the report. My impression is that it should be seven. 

In the second place, as soon as we received the draft of this report proposed 
by the co-Chairmen last night we forwarded to New York by pouch the prorisional 
verbatim records of all meetings up to and including that of ".'Wednesday (ENDC/PV*87) . 
In the normal course of events, taking into account the fact that towards the end 
of the General Assembly there is a considerable pressure for the reproduction and 
circulation of documents, it is my estimate, judging from past experience, that it 
would take about a week, more or less, to reproduce and circulate the provisional 
verbatim records that have already been pouched* In addition, v/e shall have to pouch 
tonight or tomorrow, the records of yesterday's meeting of the Sub-Committee (ENDC/ 
SC.l/PV.47) and of the two plenary meetings of today (ENDC/PV.88, -i,NDC/PV.89) . Those 
should" not take in themselves more than two or three days to reproduce* They should 
reach New York on Monday, and should be reproduced within two or three days. 
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So^ answering the question vfith respect to Addendum 1, the provisional records 
could, I think, be reproduced and circulated in Nev/ York within a period of a week 
to ten days, Jtxs for ^ddenduiii 2, since it is very short, it could be reproduced much 
more rapidly, as could the report itself. They could be reproduced in New York on 
i;aonday, if they arrive as I assume they will, by then. 

lAr, TSiiiUvPKIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) ( trg.nslation from 
xlussian ) i In the text of the report which is before us I think there is. a misprint 
or, rather, a minor but nevertheless important omiission which I think we should 
correct. The first sentence of page 2 reads; 

"The provisional verbatim records of the a,bove-mentioned six 
plenary and three Sub-Committee meetings are enclosed as i-xddendum 1 
v/ith this report for the information of the Secretary-General . • *" 
Before the words "Secretary-General" we should add "the General Assembly," after which 
the wording would be the same, because paragraph 7 of resolution 1762 a (XVII ) requests 
us to report to the General Assembly of the United Nations. T^e therefore propose this 
correction so as to comply with paragraph 7\ 

Sir iviichael WRIGrlT (United Kingdom) s i^rising out of the reply of the repre- 
sentative of the Secretary-General, I should like to make the following pointo- 

Sneaking on behalf of the United T-vingdom, I welcome, and welcome very warmly, the 
decision that in response to the request of certain delegations precisions of their 
positions, as they themselves have prepared them, are to be a,ttach<:;d as Addendum 2 to 
the report* I welcome the decision, but I do not think it would be right or that it 
would give a correct impression of our proceedings if the report were to be circulated 
in New York either with Addendum 1 and without Addendum 2 or v/ith ^-.dendum 2 and without 
Addendum 1. I think that would given an unbalanced picture of our proceedings, and 
before committing myself to saying that I oxa perfectly happy with the procedure I should 
like an assurance that the report will be circulated with both addenda together and 
not with either addendum before or without the other. I hope I ha,ve made my point 
clear to my colleages. 
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" The CKAlR!3£hLN " (Bulgaria) ( translation from French ) : I should like to sum 
up the situation. In the first place we have the Soviet delegation's proposal that 
v/e should insert in the first sentence of the last paragraph of the report before 
the words *'of the Secretary-General" , the words "of the General Assembly", in con- 
formity with the resolution adopted by the Genero.l Assembly • This omission is the ^ 
result of a mistake, and if there are no objections' I shall consider this proposal 
by the Soviet Union adopted. 
It was so .decided . 

The CK^xIRiyiaN (Bulgaria) (translation from French ): Secondly, it has been 
observed that we should now speak of seven plenar^^ meetings rather than six* If 
there are no objections, the report will be amended to this effect also» 
It was so decided * 

The Ci-JAIIciyij^iN (Bulgaria) ( translation from French ): Next, the United 
kingdom representative has asked that the Secretariat in Nevf York should arrange 
for the simultaneous distribution of addenda 1 and 2 in order to avoid errors of 
interpretation on the part of certain delegations when they read the verbatim 
reports* I think that the Sighteen-Nation Committee should ask the Secretariat 
of the United Nations to make every effort to reproduce iiddenda. 1 and 2 as quickly 
as possible and to circulate them at the same time as the report of the Eighteen- 
Nation Committee on Disarmament, so that no errors of interpretation can arise. 

AS there seem to be no objections to this, we shall request the Secretariat 
of the United Nations to speed up the duplication and distribution of the documents 
in question, so that the members of the General Assembly may be informed of all the 
opinions expressed here, and mciy be in a position to give us new directives, if 
^jossible* 
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Hr«. La.LL (India): We haye used the word "precisions" in this phrase — 
"certain precisions of their position" ( supra ^ p,20)« But I am not sure that this 
is the correct word in jilnglish* In this connexion — I would defer to the tv/o 
delega^tions on the other side of the table — , I should have thought we ought to find 
another word« I suj^pose what is meant is that at the request of certain delegations^ 
certain precis or summaries -— to use a more common word — of the position are 
attached, etc* The word "summaries" would be the more correct word to use; the word 
"_;:recisions" is not the accurate word in the English language ♦ 

The CKcilRivLaN (Bulgaria) (translation from French ) i A^e have before us a 
proposal that the word "precisions" should be replaced by the word "summaries". 
i±TQ there any objections to this suggestion^ first of all from the co-Chairmen? 

ViT. DEAN (United States of iiraerica) : I have no objection, but I am com- 
paring some of these statements against the verbatim records,^ I think some of them 
are almost precisely the same as they are in the verbatim records and they are more 
"precisions" than they are "summaries" / but if the Committee prefers the use of the 
v/ord "summaries" I have no objection* 

The CHalRkaN (Bulgaria) ( translation from Fr ench) : There seem to be no 
objections to the use of the word "summaries". These positions have been clarified 
to some extent precisely because they have been summarized. :/e shall accordingly 
use the expression "summaries of their positions" as suggested by the Indian 
representative « 

It was so decided^ 

The Ci-I^^IRiyi.aN (Bulgaria) ( translation from French ); I have an announcement 
to make. The Secretariat tells me that we should say that the report has been 
adopted* V/e have done this several times but I think that, officially, we can once 
more announce that the report as amended has been adopted by the Conference without 
objection. 

The report, as amended , (ENDC/68) was adopted . 
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• The CHraRrvlAN (Bulgaria) (tranglation from French): The two co-^Chairraen 
have agreed that Ivionday's meeting should be devoted to. items 5 (b) and 5 (c) of the. 
document which has been drawn up by- the co-Chairmen (EM)C/52) and which has been 
adopted" by the Conference^ . 

' The delegation of Nigeria will";, of course, be able to speaks, if it wishes, at 
the beginning of the meeting; or later if it prefers. 
It was so d PC i d e d > 

Mr. OBI (Nigeria)^ I only wish to cbserve that it is the understanding of 
my delegatiiou; following my request this morning which the Chairman was kind 
enough to grant and which met with no objection from any quarter, that the statement 
and s\immary to be made by the head of the Nigerian delegation on Monday, 10 December, 
on the subject of the -cessation of nuclear weapon tests will be included as part 
of the report o ■ 

The CHalRiViaN (Bulgaria) (trans^lation from_^ F rench ) ; The Nigerian repre- 
sentative's remarks are quite understandable ^ If any other delege.tion wishes to 
dravr up a summa.ry of its position before Monday; 'this summary could also be . 
included in the report. 

If no one else wishes to speak, we shall pass to the comi-nunique • 
The_Cor::erer^e_decidecl^^^^ 

"The Conference of the Eighteen- Nat ion Committee on Disarmament this 
afternoon held its eighty-ninth ^olenary mbeting at the Palais des Nations, 
Geneva >. under the chairmanship of Mr. Tarabanov, First Deputy Minister for 
Foreign iif fairs a,nd representative of Bulgaria c 

^'Statements wore made by representatives of the United States, the 
United Kingdom, Bulga-'H.a, Italy, Mexipo^ the Soviet Union, Canada, Sweden, 
India, the United Ara-b Republic and Nigeria^ 

"The Conference adopted a report to the United Nations General Assembly 
on the question of the cessation of nuclear weapon tests, 

"The next plenary meeting of the Conference will be held on Monday, 
10 December 1962, at 10.30 a,m/' 

The meetin;y_rQs^e^ at 5 «.f>0 j),m . 



